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Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

In regards to claim 1 , Mr. McKeown indicated that independent claim 1 is novel and non-obvious in view of EP '892, in 
that EP '892 does not disclose the Q value or the class of tools in claim 1 . Counsel will delete appendix A and 
incorporate by reference a related US Patent into the present application, the nomenclature of figures 2-4 will be 
corrected to match the specification, a brief description of the drawings will be included in the specification, and titles 
will be added to the specification.. 



